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On November 20, 2018, the Court issued the November 20*'' Order. Godkin Dee., T112, 
Ex. 5 . Upon reeeipt of the November 20* Order, on November 21, 2018, Plaintiffs eounsel sent 
a eopy of the Court’s order issued on November 20, 2018 to Mr. Kramer, via email, almost 
immediately after reeeiving it. Id.,*^ 13. Mr. Kramer reeeived this Order. Kramer Dee., T1 12. 

Mr. Kramer understood that the Order barred him providing any doeuments designated 
eonfidential or highly eonfidential by Defendants to DCMS or any other person. Id. 

Plaintiffs eounsel also promptly sent Mr. Collins and DCMS a third letter notifying 
DCMS, and attaehing a eopy, of the November 20* Order. Godkin Dee., T114, Ex. 6 . Plaintiffs 
eounsel again reiterated that Mr. Kramer eould not eomply with DCMS Order #1 and that 
DCMS should seek to obtain the doeuments from Defendants direetly. Further, Plaintiffs 
eounsel urged DCMS to provide its own response to the Superior Court as many of the 
questions raised by the November 20* Order implieate DCMS. Id. 

Plaintiffs eounsel’s administrative assistant sent a eopy of the letter to Mr. Kramer, 
almost immediately after it was sent to Mr. Collins. Kramer Dee., T112. Mr. Kramer reeeived the 
letter. Id. Mr. Kramer eontinued to understand that he was barred him providing any doeuments 
designated eonfidential or highly eonfidential by Defendants to DCMS or any other person. Id 

On November 21, 2018, Mr. Kramer had a breakfast business meeting unrelated to 
Six4Three. Kramer Dee., T113. Upon returning to his hotel, the Serjeant-at-Arms of the House 
of Commons, who followed him into the lobby, served him with another Order to Produee 
Doeuments (“DCMS Order #2”). Kramer Dee., T113, Ex. 8 . Consistent with the statements made 
by Plaintiffs eounsel in the above-refereneed letters that Mr. Kramer was barred by the 
Proteetive Order from providing the requested doeuments, Mr. Kramer again refused to eomply 
with DCMS Order #2 and proeeeded to eonduet his business in Eondon. Kramer Dee., T114. 

At 11 am London loeal time on November 21, 2018, Mr. Kramer reeeived via email a 
third Order to Produee Doeuments (“DCMS Order #3”), whieh stated: 

On Monday 19 November, the Committee made the following Order: 
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proceed with its investigation or to eontinue its eontempt proeeeding against Mr. Kramer. 
Kramer Dee., T121, Ex. 10 . Mr. Kramer did not, at the time, provide the letter to Six4Three’s 
eounsel or any other member of the legal team. Id. 

Mr. Kramer spent November 22, 2018 with his family in New York for the 
Thanksgiving holiday. Kramer Dee., T122. 

On November 23, 2018, Plaintiffs eounsel reeeived a letter from DCMS outlining 
DCMS’ position on various questions raised by the November 20**' Order. Godkin Dee., T116, 
Ex. 7 . Counsel for Plaintiff subsequently learned that Mr. Kramer had in faet provided the 
doeuments to DCMS and that the transfer of highly eonfidential doeuments and summaries 
thereof from Six4Three’s dropbox to Mr. Gross’s system had not yet been eompleted. Godkin 
Dee., T117; Kramer Dee., T123. 

In response to this revelation. Plaintiffs eounsel promptly sent emails to Defendants and 
to DCMS. Godkin Dee., 18-19, Exs. 8-9 . Plaintiffs eounsel’s email to DCMS urged DCMS 
not to review any materials Mr. Kramer provided and to return them immediately to 
Six4Three’s eounsel or Eaeebook’s eounsel, who was eopied on the email. Godkin Dee., T119, 
Ex. 9 . Mr. Collins responded to eounsel’s email that he had “already viewed the eontents of 
these doeuments” and they “are elearly of signifieant interest to the Committee’s inquiry.” 
Godkin Dee., T120, Ex. 10 . Eurther, Mr. Collins stated that the Committee “will diseuss next 
week how it intends to proeeed.” Id. 

Plaintiffs eounsel took further aetions to ensure that their previous efforts to eliminate 
any aeeess that Mr. Kramer had to any doeuments designated highly eonfidential by Defendants 
or any summaries thereof was, in faet, aehieved. Gross Dee., T111. Mr. Kramer, eonsistent with 
these aetions, deleted from his eomputer and from Six4Three’s dropbox aeeount any doeuments 
that eould eontain information designated highly eonfidential by Defendants. Kramer Dee., T1 
24. In doing so, Mr. Kramer did not open or review any sueh doeuments. Id. 
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9. Response to Order Par. 4(b) 

The Court requests Plaintiff address: “What eommunieations has Plaintiff, its eounsel, 
Mr. Kramer, or its other agents or representatives had with DCMS or any member of 
Parliament, ineluding staff, prior to issuanee of the letter?” November 20*'^ Order, at 3. Plaintiff 
respeetfully refers the Court to the eomprehensive summary of eommunieations prior to 
reeeiving DCMS Order #1 diseussed in the Baekground seetion, supra, at 1-4. 

10, Response to Order Par, 41c) 

The Court requests Plaintiff address: “How was DCMS made aware ‘that Mr. Kramer 
and the doeuments are both in the UK at the present’?” November 20* Order, at 3. Plaintiff 
respeetfully refers the Court to the eomprehensive summary of the events and eireumstanees 
giving rise to DCMS Order #1 diseussed in the Baekground seetion, supra, at 1-4. Mr. Kramer 
eommunieated the name of his hotel only to Ms. Cadwalladr. Kramer Dee., T110. Mr. Kramer 
also had previously indieated to Ms. Cadwalladr in a meeting that doeuments were loeated in a 
eloud-based fde storage system. Kramer Dee., T13. 

11. Response to Order Par, 41d) 

The Court requests Plaintiff address: “What method was employed to serve the DCMS 
letter on Mr. Kramer?” November 20* Order, at 3. Plaintiff respeetfully refers the Court to the 
diseussion of Mr. Kramer’s reeeipt of the three DCMS Orders in the Baekground seetion, supra, 
at 2-8. 

12, Response to Order Par, 41e) 

The Court requests Plaintiff address: “Is Mr. Godkin lieensed to praetiee in the United 
Kingdom and does he have authority to represent Mr. Kramer before DCMS?” November 20* 
Order, at 3. Mr. Godkin is not lieensed to praetiee in the United Kingdom and does not have the 
authority to represent Mr. Kramer before DCMS. Godkin Dee., T122; Gross Dee., T112. Mr. 
Godkin’s letters to DCMS were sent in his eapaeity as Mr. Kramer’s eounsel in the United 
States regarding the instant aetion. Mr. Godkin is duty-bound to notify DCMS of the Proteetive 
Order pursuant to Seetion 16 of the Proteetive Order. 
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